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* R E FE A 0 KE. 

w N anſwer to ſome date well know, 
will be ready to blame me for replying 
to charges proceeding from ſuch. groſs 
ignorance; and evident malignity, as thoſe 
contained in the Monthly Review, I would 
obſerve, that many perſons (as I ſincerely 


rejoice to find) are extremely anxious about 


the progreſs of this controverſy, relating to 
the general opinion of the primitive chriſtians, 


concerning the perſon of Chriſt, as, with them, 
it will be nearly deciſive with reſpe& to 


their believing him to be a man, or ſome- 
thing more than a man ; and I think I owe 


them every aſſiſtance that I am able to give 
them. 


1 Many of theſe perſons, not having the 
proper au thorities at hand, have it not in their 
power to judge between my opponents and 
me, except by comparing what one writer 
ſhall produce in anſwer to another; and being 
themſelves earneſt ſearchers after truth, and 
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men of upright minds, they cannot eaſily 


bring themſelves to ſuſpect any writer of 


groſs unfairneſs till it is diſtinctly pointed 
out. They are, therefore, ſtaggered when 
they hear things ſo confidently aſſerted, and 
ſo ſpeciouſly repreſented, as they are by my 
preſent antagoniſt. Now the ſmall trouble 
of writing ſuch a pamphlet as this, is a 


trifle, compared to the ſatisfaction that 1 


— * - * 


know I ſhall give to many FRO. oh the 
deſcription above-mentioned. | 


| Beſides, preparatory to the large Hi orical 
View of opinions concerning the perſon of 
Chriſt, which J propoſe to write, and for 
which I am collecting materials, I wiſh, by 
every means in my power, to bring every thing 
of conſequence relating to it to a thorough 


_ diſcuſſion, and to draw out, if poſſible, every 


latent objection; that I may have the whole 
ſubject, with its proper evidence, fairly be- 
fore me; and controverſy, when a perſon 


has a proper command of his temper, 1s an 
excellent means to that end. 


I acknowledge, however, that 1 8310 


not have noticed any ching that has yet been 
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* 2 8 advanced 
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| E F Ci Ei 8 
advanced by Mr. Badcock on this ſubject, 


if it had not been out of regard to the credit 
which it derives from its publication in the 
Monthly Review, and the advantage of cir- 


culation which he has by that means ſe- 


cured. Beſides, I am not now anſwering 
an axonymous antagoniſt; but a man en- 
gaged, by a regard to his reputation, to 
bring his charges to an iflue, by_which 
means ſome advantage will be gained. In- 
deed, as an anonymous Reviewer, the fol- 


lowing declaration binds him to an explicit | 


anſwer to what I here alledge in my own 
juſt defence, in reply to his virulent ac- 
cuſations, | 


« When attacked by ſo formidable a 
“ diſputant as Dr. Prieſtley, we could not 
« avoid defending. ourſelves, as the repu- 
* tation of our work was at ſtake, If we 


* 


© have obtained any advantage over our 


« learned opponent, we exult not in our 
ce ſucceſs, but honeſtly declare, that we 
„ wiſh not to be again called to battle in 
5. the field of controverſy, which generally 


* produces more briars than laurels. It 
behoves us, however, to be always pre- 
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«« pared to anſwer every unjuſt charge, and 
* to clear ourſelves from every aſperſion. 
Monthly Review for October, "yl 3. P. 360. 


That I may not, however, multiply theſe 
ſmall publications unneceſſarily, and more 
than the object of them requires, I aſſure 
thoſe who have confidence in my integrity 
(for it can ſignify nothing to addreſs. thoſe 
who conſider me in the light that Mr. 
Badcock does) that I ſhall not write in 
this manner again, unleſs I receive ſome- 
thing from Mr. Badcock more deſerving of 
a reply than any thing that I have yet ſeen 
come from him on this ſubject ; though 
I ſhall certainly take ſome early opportunity 
of acknowledging any miſtake, of the leaſt 
conſequence, that I ſhall be convinced 1 
have fallen into. I ſhall, at leaſt, do 
it when I next reply to Dr. Horſley, which 
J hope will not be at a diſtant period. In 
the mean time, I will, in return, have 
that confidence in my readers, that they 
will not be much moved by any future re- 
preſentations of Mr. Badcock, unleſs they 
be more ſpecious, and more impefing, than 
thoſe which I have already ſhewn to be 


merely ſo. 
THE 


INTRODUCTION. 


I Had not intended to have taken any notice of 
the Monthly Review of my Letters 10 Dr. 
Horſley, ſeeing nothing in it that, in the ſmalleſt 
degree, affected my argument, or that was, on 
any other account, worthy of notice : but finding 
ſome perſons (though ſufficiently ſenſible of the 
malevolence with which the charges againſt me 


are urged) rather ſtaggered with the extreme bold- 


neſs of the aſſertions, and thoſe more than imply- 
ing a charge of the groſſeſt unfairneſs and infin- 
cerity in my conduct, 1 have, at length, thought 
proper to make a few obſeryations upon it, In 
doing this, I think myſelf authorized by the 
nature, and the almoſt unexampled inſolence of the 
attack, in mentioning (what indeed is no ſecret) 
the name of the Reviewer, viz, Mr. Samuel Bad- 
cock, a diſſenting Miniſter at South Molton, in 
Devonſhire; as (without having directly or in- 
directly ſought for it) I have been informed ſince 
the publication of my Letters to Doctor Horſley. 


It was, indeed, mentioned to me before; but 


when I conſidered our former friendſhip, I did 
not give any credit to the account, His own 
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8 INTRODUCTION. 


vanity, I preſume, on his imagined victory over 
me, has led him to betray himſelf, As a writer, 
no man, I will venture to ſay, has been more 
obſeryarit of punctilio than I have been; but 
when a man's moral character is arraigned, as mine 
very materially is, in this publication, he certainly 
has a right to the name of his accuſer, if he can 
come at it. Indeed, no man of honour will ad- 
vance ſuch a charge againſt another without, at 
the ſame time, giving his own name. Alſo, in 
referring to my former acquaintance with Mr. 
Badcock, I reveal no ſecret, for I believe it is as 
generally known as Mr. Badcock himſelf is. 


I ſhall ſelect from this Review the 8 hs. 
fible, and the moſt confident of all the charges, 
as a ſpecimen of the reſt; and let any impartial 


perſon, of competent knowledge of UE waren 
| Judge between us. 5 
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REMARKS 


MONTHLY REVIEW. 


% Or DN 
f the Omiſſion of the Sentence in Juſtin Marr. 


T HAD obſerved that Juſtin Martyr treats the 


unitarians of his age with great tenderneſs; at 
the ſame time that he treats thoſe whom he calls be- 
retics, with much aſperity; ſaying, as the Reviewer 
quotes from me, p. 61, © There are two paſſages 
ein this writer, in which he ſpeaks of Heretics 

te with great indignation ; but in both the paſ- 

es ſages he has evidently a view to the Gnaſtics only. 
*« He particularly mentions the Marcionites, the 
£c Valentinians, the Baſilideans, and the Saturnia- 
te nianss. He ſays, they blaſphemed the Maker 
fe "0 the * and the God of e Iſaac, 


cc and 


* % Ka bAAog amp ooreri (— and others 2 another 
"—) follows i in the original, though unnoticed in Dr. 
P; ee den At the ſame time, we muſt obſerve, that 


Dr P. has —— the name of the laſt mentioned ſect, by 
| copy- 


an 


— 


— —— — 
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r 
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Fc and Jacob: that they denied the reſurrection, 
«© and maintained, that after death the ſoul went 
«© {mmediately to Heaven. Had he confidered 
<« the Unitarians, with whom he appears to have 
been well acquainted, as Heretics, would he not 
<« have mentioned, or alluded to their tenets alſo 
«in thoſe paſſages, in which he' ſpeaks, and 
pretty largely, of the Chriſtian Heretics in 
e general? It is impoſſible, I ſhould think, 
eto read thoſe paſſages as they ſtand in the ori- 
i ginal, introduced as a fulfilment of our Sa- 
« viour's prophecy, that there ſhould be falſe 
« Chriſts. and falſe prophets, who ſhould deceive 
*© many: and not be ſatisfied that, like the apoſtle 
John, Juſtin Martyr had no idea of there being 
* any Heretics in the Chriſtian church in oo 
1 time, beſides the Gnoſtics.“ 


” 0 ; 


on this the Reviewer remarks as follows : * As 
Juſtin is much connected with our controverſy 
with Dr. Prieſtley, we hope Dr. Horfley will ex- 
cuſe us for anticipating a remark which we are 
perſuaded he would of neceſſity make on this 
paſſage. The remark might be extended much 
farther, with a long retinue of exclamations,” LY 
our limits oblige us to be as brief as poſſible.— 
In general, then, We make no ſcruple of aſſert- 


copying from the Latin 3 inſtead of the original Greek, 
where it is Zalſopviꝰ tc vos, Saturniliani. 

This I ſuppoſe was meant to inſinuate that I do not, perhaps 
that I cannot, read Greek. It would, however, have been pe- 
dantry 40 ut the term Salurnilus, Saturninus being much more ä 
common bath with the ancients and moderns. ery 


ing, 


THE MONTHLY REVIEW. we 
ing, in the moſt direct and unqualified language 


(for Dr. Prieſtley deſires us to uſe no ceremony) 


that in the aboye repreſentation of Juſtin's ſenti- 
ments, we meet with the moſt flagrant and unac- 
countable mutilation of a plain paſſage, that the 
diſingenuity of a controvertiſt, who is determined 
to © keep it up, per fas et nefas, ever preſented us 
with. We beg the reader to turn back to Dr. 
Prieſtley's quotation from Juſtin, and compare 
his tranſlation with the original. He (i. e. Juſtin) 
ſays, They blaſpheme the Maker of the world, 
and the God of Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob.“ 
Now, this is ſo put, as to convey to the Engliſh 
reader, or the unlearned (for whom Dr. Prieſtley 
appears chiefly to write, —but how came he to 


forget that he was writing zo Dr. Horſley ?)—the 


tranſlation is ſo managed as to convey no idea of 
diſtinction in Juſtin's mind, between the Maker 
of the world, and the God of Abraham, Iſaac, and 
Jacob. For the ſake both of the learned and un- 
learned, we will tranſcribe the original paſſage, 
and annex to it a literal tranſlation. Ann yap 4 
oy Tpo-Toy BAaoonutiv Tor mon]ny Tor our KAI TON ur“ 
on =pogiſſevogatrar S .ο ο t XPIET ON 9 70% Ozoy ABpacu, 
x) Ioa4% % IavoB, Sifacreorr. I. e. Others, upon 
another plan, teach [their followers] to blaſpheme 
the Maker of the univerſe, AND HIM who was 
before ſpoken of as coming from him, even he 
wha was the CHRIST, -and the God of Abraham, 
Iſaac, and Jacob.” Now, to prove even beyond 
the poſſibility of diſpute or evaſion, that by the 
God of Abraham, &c. Juſtin meant Chriſt (to ſay 
nothing of the independent evidence ariſing from 


the 


2 
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the paſſage) we refer the reader to his celebrated 
Apology to the Emperor Antoninus Pius [Thirl- 
by s edit. pag. 93, 94.] in which this expreſſion 
is not only applied to Chriſt alluſively, but even 
_ vindicated as his own appropriate and diſtinct 
character. After quoting the paſſage, Exod. iii. 
2, &c. at full, Juſtin ſays, * Theſe words were ut- 
tered purpoſely with a deſign to prove, that the 
Son of God, and his Meſſenger, is Jeſus Chriſt; 
who was the pre-exiſtent Logos; and who ſome- 
times appeared in the form of fire, ſometimes in 
the fimilitude of angels, &c. &c.* Immediately 
after he blames, in very ſevere language, the 
© ſenſeleſs Jews” (Aron loi Ixd ate) for affirming that 
theſe Words were ſpoken by the Maker of the univerſe, 
Would he not have faid the ſame of an Ebionite, 
who, like theſe infatuated Jews, muſt, on the prin- 
ciples of his own creed, have denied the applica- 
tion of theſe words to Chriſt ? (See alſo the Dial. 
with Trypho, p. 300. 408. and elſewhere.)“ 


Dr. Prieſtley ſomewhere ſpeaks of Dr. Horſley's 
diſingenuity“ in concealment; can he point out any 
thing like this ?—He ſomewhere ſays, that the 


* This is an exaggeration of my language. What I faid was 

© not perfettly ingenuous,” which, when the paſſage is conſulted, . 
no perſon can ſay was harſh or improper. See Letters, &c. p. 13. 
Whereas Dr. Horſley has charged me with ſeveral inſtances 
of groſs diſingenuity, and all of them manifeſtly unjuſt. 
| Among other things, he charged me with wilfully miſquot- - 
ing the common Engliſh tranſlation of the bible. A thing | 
ſo groſs as this, would certainly have been cenſured in an im- 
ae review This, however, Mr. Badoogk did not cenſure, 


Monthly 


THE MONTHLY REVIEW. 19 
Monthly Rkviewer writes in a ſpecious and impoſing 
manner. We aſk, in our turn, who tranſlates ſo t 


Can he caſt the ſtone who hath (to all appearance 


- purpoſely) left out a whole member of a ſentence ; 


and that too a moſt eſſential one; and by artfully 
dropping the middle part of it, hath entirely milap- 


plied the concluſion ?—We are afraid that his 
very Vindicator cannot excuſe him, even on the 
| ſcore of what he calls the Doctor's © rapid glances.” 
But rapid glances, though they ſuit a poet's eye in 
a fine frenzy rolling, do not well agree with the 
ſober and | ſready obſervation of an e 8 


This is the whole of Me. ' Badcock's 8 
on the paſſage and I think it is hardly poſſible 
EE hear of controverſy to carry any man far- 
er than this, The whole of it, however, is an- 
ſwered at once, by obſerving, that it is to no ſort 
of purpoſe who it was that Juſtin meant by the 
Cod of Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob (which Mr. 
Badcock may find in my own Hiſtory, and which 
no perſon who knows any thing of Juſtin can be 
ignorant of) but who it was that the heretics he is 
ſpeaking of meant by the perſon ſo deſcribed, and 
whom they meant to blaſpheme; and this certainly 
was not Jeſus Chriſt, but another being, the ſuppoſed 
maker of the world, the author of the Jewiſh diſ- 
penſation, and the introducer of much evil, which, 
they faid, Chriſt was ſent to rectify. They were, 


therefore, the Gnoſtics only, and not unitarian chriſ- 


tians that he wes reflecting upon, or alluding to; 
and this is the only circumſtance on which my 


inference was founded. W 
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The omiſſion Mr. Badcock ſpeaks 5 was made 

mately, to ſhorten-a long greek quotation, without 
leaving out any thing that could affect the ſenſe. 
That by the , Juſtin could not mean any other 
Lind of People beſides thoſe he had ſpoken of be- 
fore, is evident from his uſing the particle vf for. 
In this connection, I maintain that vv: yap x4] ana 
poor, &c. can bear no other ſenſe. than, For ſome 
of them (viz. of thoſe mentioned, or alluded to 
before, and alſo mentioned by name immediately af- 
terwards) blaſpheme the maker of the world, &c.in one 
way, and others in another; and will by no means 
bear to be tranſlated as Mr. Badcock does, Others 
upon. anotber plan, &c. For this I am willing to 
appeal to any perſon who: has the leaſt pretenſions 
to a knowledge of the Greek idiom. Had Juſtin 
faid a os, but, inſtead of aaa: yap, for, there 
would have been ſome ſlight colour for Mr. Bad- 
cock”'s conſtruction of the paſſage z- but at preſent 
there is not a ſhadow of pretence, either from the 
phraſeology, or the general * of the e 
his favour. ; 


T hat Mr. Radocek hands; not t have been ths 
to underſtand the Greek of Juſtin is the more ex- 
traordinary, as the idiom of the Latin tongue is 
the very ſame with that of the Greek in this reſpect. 
If he will only look into Ainſworth's Dictionary, 
he will ſee Alius alio modo. Cicero—rendered one 
af one ſort, another after another. 


If Mr. Badcock really thinks that theſe blal 
Phemers of he maker of the world were perſons 
| | who 
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who blaſphemed Jeſus Chrif, by lowering hien to 
the condition of a man, and not the Gnoſties; of 
whom there were many diſtinctions, as Juſtin had 
Juſt obſerved (and who therefore blaſphemed him, 
ſome in vie way, and ſomè in unbther) he is as ig- 
norant of Eceleſiaſtical Hiſtory, as he appears to 
be of Greek. I will venture to ſay, he has not, as 
he pretends, anticipated Dr. Horſley in this criti- 
ciſm, and Tam willing to appeal to Dr. Horfley 
himſelf for it. If the deciſion be in my favour 
{of which chere can be no doubt) I ſhall require of 
Mr. Badcock an acknowledgrient as Public as ls 
N and wege it is ws; 1 155 e 
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citing in the clecuntlinos in "which 1 ai and 
3 criticiſm from all quarters, if T had Had 
no principle of integrity at all, I certainly ſhould 
not have concealed any thing ' that I muſt have 
known my-adverſary could not poſſibly overlook. 
The omiſſion, therefore, could not, at moſt; have 
been any thing more than either an inadvertence, 
or have ariſen from a miſunderſtanding of the paſ- 
ſage and its importance, which a generous ady erſary 
would have treated with tenderneſs. 


To hw more diſtin&ly the nature of this 
omiſſion, on which Mr. Badcock has declaimed ſo 
copiouſly, I ſhall tranſlate the whole paſſage, diſtin- 
 guiſhing the words omitted; by which it will be 
"+, Teen, that I could not mean any thing by the omiſſion, 
A but to ſave myſelf the trouble of writing ſo much 
- Greek, Mr. Badcock has alſo 9 — ſeveral omiſ- 

5 | ſions, 


——— — nn 
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EY I * for the ſame reaſon, Jo.the extra? 


SE 


„There are, Wb Ns been, maby perſons — 
pretending to be chriſtians, have taught to ſay and 
to do atheiſtical and blaſphemous things, and they 


are denominated by us from the names of the per- 


ſons whoſe doctrines they hold ( for ſome of them, blaſt 


phemethe maker of the univerſe, and him nuho was by 
im foretold ta come, as theChriſt, and the God of Abra. 


bam, 1ſaac, and Jacob * in one way, and orbers in 
| another) with whom we have no communication; 


knowing them to be atheiſtical, wicked, and impi- 
ous perſons; who, inſtead of reverencing Jeſus, con- 
feſs him in name only. They call themſelves chriſ- 


tians, in the ſame, manner as. thee among the hea- 
| thens/ inſcribe. the name of God on the works of 
their own hands, and defile- themſelves with wicked 


and atheiſtical rites. Some of them are called Mar- 
cionites, ſome Valemtinians, ſome min forks 


Nes * 
. _ 


*1tis 3 an 1 that this oninidn of 
Juſtin Martyr's s, that Chriſt was the medium of all the divine 
communications to mankind under the old teſtament diſpenſa- 
tion, ſhould have been ſo readily received, and have ſpread ſo 
generally as it did, when it not only has no countenanee. from 
feripture, but is exprelsly contradicted by the autlior of the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews, in Heb. i. 1. God, who, at ſundry times; 

and in divers manners, ſpake in time paſt unto, the fathers, by the pro- 
Þhets, has 8 in theſe laſt days ſpoken unto us by his ſon. Again, chap., 


II. 2, 3 I the word ſpoken by angels was ſledfaſt, c. kow ſhall we 


eſcape, we negleft ſo great ſalvation ;, which at the firſt began to be 


ſpoken by the Lord. What can be more evident than that the 


writer. of this epiſtle had no idea of God having ſpaken to 
mankind by his. ſon before the time of the goſpel. ? 


Saturnianians, 
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Saturnianians, and others go by other names, each 
from their peculiar tenets; in the ſame manner as 


thoſe who addict themſelves to philoſophy are de- 


nominated from the founders of their reſpective 
ſes. And, as I have ſaid, Jeſus, knowing what 
would come to. paſs after his death, foretold that 
there · would be ſuch men among his Followers.” 


A man who can fancy there is a 8 * to 
any other perſons than the Gnoſtics in this paſſage, 
may fancy that he finds the deteſted unitarians in 
any other page of the ſame author; or, like Don 


Quixote, he may take a windmill for a Siant. For 
the difference between the ancient unitarians and the 


Gnoſtics was as great as this. Their opinions are 
nn ſpoken of as two o oppeſite hereſies. 


eren 
Of the Creed of Tertallian 


jr will TY no leſs 4 for me to ſhew the ex- 
creme weakneſs, or unfairneſs of Mr. Badcock's 
obſeryations with reſpect to the creed, which he 


quotes from Tertullian, and which he ſuppoſes 1. 
pirrpoſely kept out of ſight ; ſaying, p. 60, „ Few, 
e are ſo very courageous as to put ſuch a weapon 
ein the hand of an * as threatens to demo- N 


0 lh them.“ 
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Without-retorting this obſervation on Mr. Bad- 
cock himſelt, I ſhall obſerve, that in the treatiſe 
De Preſcriptione, &c. from which Mr. Badcock 
quotes the regula fider, Tertullian is evidently 


giving his own gloſs, or interpretation, of the creed, 


and not the creed itſelf, as delivered to the Cate- 
chumens. In writing this work, h's great object 
was the Gnaſtics, and therefore his gloſs is directed 
altogether againſt them, and does not reſpect the 
Unitarians at all; as, indeed, the very firſt article 
(omitted by Mr. Badcock) ſhows. Regula fidet—- 
qua creditur unum omnino deum eſſe, nec alium 
præler mundi conditorem, qui univerſa de mbilo pro- 
duxerit, Sc. i. e.—** by which we are taught to 
e believe that there is but one God, and this no other 
* than the maker of the world, who produced every 
„thing out of nothing, by his own word, then firſt 
<« ſent down, that that word was called his ſon, . 
cc that he appeared variouſly in the name (i. e. in 
the character) of God, to the Patriarchs, that be 


„mas afterwards conveyed, by the ſpirit and power 


„ of God the Father, into the virgin Mary; that be 
% 2was made fleſh in her womb, and from her (egiſſe 
* perhaps exiſſc) appeared in the perſon of Feſus 
« Chriſt, that he thence preached a new law, and 
* a new promiſe of the kingdom of heaven, &c.“ 


All this is evidently a gloſs, and not a finple 
creed. Whereas, in the treatiſe de Velandis Virginibus, | 
from which I have quoted the creed, he is not 
oppoſing orthodoxy to bheterodoxy, bur faith to 
practice, and was therefore much more likely to 


give 
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give the ſimple creed, as it was delivered to the 
Catechumens in his day. Accordingly, it is nearly the 
lame that is now generally received. Let the four 
ancient copies of the creed, viz. the Vulgar, that of 
Aquiteia, the Oriental, and the Roman be compared, 
as they are done by Dupin (Eccleſ. hiſt. vol. i. 
p. 12) and it will be ſeen that none of them contain 
any ſuch articles as thoſe in Tertullian's gloſs. If 
thoſe articles ever made a proper part of the creed, 


how came they to be dropped, and indeed to be 


found no where elſe ? 


That Mr. 1 has entirely 3 the 


object and real meaning of what he has given as 
the creed in the time of Tertullian, and that it 


refers to the Gnoſtics only, is evident from every 
article relating to God and Chriſt in it. The 
Gnoſtics maintained that the Supreme Being him- 
ſelf, the Father of Jeſus Chriſt, did not make the 


world, but that it was the work of a different 


being, the ſame that appeared to the patriarchs 


and prophets, but entirely different from the 


Chriſt. On the contrary, all the articles above 
recited from Tertullian's gloſs upon the creed, 


are evidently intended to expreſs, that the imme 


diate maker of the world, the logos, or verbum 
dei, was the ſame perſon that appeared to the 


enigea s and e, and was alſo alterwards 


the Chriſt, 


3 . to me (but 1 9 the conjecture 


to the learned) that the Gnoſtics, who gave ſo 
2 2 | much 
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much alarm to the primitive Chriſtians, had ad- 


vanced ſo many ſpecious arguments, to prove 


that the Supreme Being himſelf was not the im- 


mediate maker of the world, and the author of 
the Jewiſh diſpenſation, that the orthodox were, 
in fact, ſtaggered by them; and ſo far conceded 


to them, as to content themſelves with main- 


taining that the being who made the world, and 
who appeared to the patriarchs and prophets, 
though not the fupreme God himſelf, was the 
word, or power, of that God perſonified ;: ſo as 
to become a ſecond God, really different from the 
firſt ; taking advantage of ſome expreſſions in the 
old teſtament, and alſo ef the language of John 
in the introduction to his goſpel. For of the 
ſame /ogos,. or word, which John perſonified figu- 
ratively (as wiſdom is perſonified in the book of 
Proverbs) they made a real and permanent perſon. 
Gnoſticiſm, therefore, as well as Platoniſm, was 
a great means of eſtabliſhing the doctrine of the 
perſonification of the logos, which was the firſt ſtep 
towards the modern Athanaſian doctrine of the 
trinity. In fact, the orthodox, uſed many of the 
fame arguments with the- Gnoſtics, to prove that 
the Supreme God himſelf was not the perſon who 
appeared to the patriarchs, &c. | 


On the whole, it muſt, I think, be evident to 


the impartial reader, that the proper creed in-the 
time of Tertullian was that which I produced 
from him as ſuch in my Letters to Dr. Horſley, 


p. 283 whereas, that which Mr. Badcock has pro- 
duced 
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duced expreſſes no more than Tertullian's own 
faith, which is not the queſtion in debate. In- 


deed, how could Tertullian conſider that as the 


eſtabliſhed creed aſſented to by every eatechumen, 


which, according to his own account, was not 


believed by thoſe whom he (out of contempt, Mr. 
Badcock will ſay) repreſents as the major peri of 
chriftians ! in * time? 2 


SECTION WW 
Mi ſiſcellaneous Articles. 


1 Pe pwnd to give a few other ſpecimens of Mr. 
| * Badcock's mode of reviewing, and ſhall begin 


with his moſt extraordinary remarks on the manner 
in which I have treated an opinion of Euſebius, 


p. 59- 


«© With reſpect to the ſuffrage of Euſebius to the 
D of the primitive church, and particularly 

the biſhops of Jeruſalem, towards the cloſe of 

15 = apoſtolic age ; a ſuffrage ſo full and explicit, 
« that it has been deemed a decifive argument 
« againſt Dr. Prieſtley's hypotheſis (viz. that the 

« primitive Jewiſh church, and its biſhops, were pure 
«© Ebionites) with reſpect to this teſtimony, we ſay 
* the Doctor could only find one way of getting 
4 rid of it.” It is not,” ſays he, to be re- 
5 B 3 1 66 erde. 
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2. carded. What a prodigious advantage this Mort 
* and compendious method of deciſion gives a 
«© man over his opponent! It ſaves all the needleſs _ 
te expence of criticiſm. It ſerves inſtead of a thou- 
« ſand arguments, and it has the ſingular felicity 
< of being ſhakered from all reply.” © IM 


After reading this, any 3 would b ly 
imagine, that I had given no reaſon at all why I 
thought that the aſſertion of Euſebius was not to 
be regarded, whereas I immediately ſubjoin ſuch 


"reaſons as I deemed ſufficient; obſerving, that the 
| fats which he himſelf records, are inconſiſtent with 


it“. The Reviewer has not even quoted the whole 
de, which ends thus, © it is not to be regard- 
« ed, unleſs they bring ſome ſufficient proof of 
< their aſſertion.” I am truly aſhamed to point 
out inſtances of fuch groſs diſingenuity, even in 
an adverſary, and one who pretends that he has 
given the very pith and marrow, p. 65, of my argu- 
ments. After this with what face can Mr. Badeock 
1 any ia with concealments | 


Dr. Horſley having charged me with borrowing 
from D. Zuicker, whoſe name I had not heard till 
I faw it in his Charge, Mr. Badcock ſays, p-. 58, 
Pr. Horſley did not happen to hit upon the right 
<« author.” Then let Dr. Horſley and Mr. Bad- 
cock gueſs again. As all my arguments muſt be 
olen from ſome e or A 88 my happen 


e 


to be * at laſt. 


.* 
8 


ee Letter to Dr. Hnſty, p. 24. 


Aten 


— 
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After this, i it cannot, ſurely, be neceſſary to note 
any other article in this Review, every one of which 
diſcovers nearly equal ignorance,” or unfairneſs, 

Mr. Badcock calls upon me to give a fair and 
ingenuous anſwer to his former animadverfions. I 
reply that, beſides my own fair propoſal, by which 


I ſtill abide, and which will require no more room 
in the article of Correſpondence, than is frequently 


given to others (not to ſay that their having made 
my caſe a ff ngular one, gives me a claim to peculiar 
| privileges) I have, directly or indirectly, noticed 


every thing in it, that I thought worth notice, in 
my Letters to Dr. Horfley. He, as a Reviewer, bas 


an unſpeakable advantage with reſpect to publication, 
My confidence, however, is in the goodneſs of my 
cauſe, and in time which, 1 doubt not, will de me 
ample juſtice. 3 


Two articles on which Mr. Badcock himſelf laid 
the moſt ſtreſs at firſt,. 1 particularly noticed in the 
Poſtſcript of my Letters to Dr. Horſley. One of 
them related to a ſtrong inſinuation againſt my in- 
tegrity, in conſequence of his own miſconſtruction 
of a plain ſentence of mine. He had defended his 
miſconſtruction after its being particularly pointed 
out to him; but being ee to look at it a third 
time, he has, at length, given it up, and aſked my 
pardon; ſo that my integrity has had an eſcape for 


this time. This, it is to be obſerved, relates to the 


2 greateſt objeftion he had againſt my Hiſtory. He 
PO: in his excuſe, that my expreſſion was equivo. 
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cally worded ; whereas it is not poſſible to put any 
other conſtruction upon it, and I am not capable 


of expreſſing myſclf with greater clearnels. 


If Mr. Badcock fails ſo. muth with reſpect to 
plain Engliſh, it is no wander that (through his ex- 
. treme precipitancy, I ſuppoſe) he ſhould make miſ- 

takes in Latin and Greek. I have ſufficiently conſider- 
ed what he firſt called 4 frong reaſon for a material 
difference between the Nazarenes and the Ebionites, 
what he afterwards called a conjefiure, and now calls 
a demonſtration, but I do not think it worth my 
while to ſhew the extreme futility of it, To ſuch 
demonſtrations as theſe, I ſhall content myſelf with 
laying, Valeant quantum valere poſſunt. If Dr. Horl- 


ley chuſes this ground, I ſhall meet him upon it 
and your fully to it. 


2 


Tar. CONCLUSION. 


I Cannot ſay that I can intirely fatisfy myſelf with 
reſpect to the cauſe (and every effect muſt have a 
cauſe) of the extreme virulence with which Mr. 
Badcock began, and now, continues, to urge this 
attack upon me, ſo totally unprepared as he evi- 
dently is to diſcuſs topics of this nature. 


IJ own I ſometimes read his former letters to me 
my peculiar emotion, and am ready to think this 


7 _ 


Pl 
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whole buſineſs a dream; ſo unwilling am I to be- 
lit ve that any perſon” who once: profeſſed himſelf 
ſo much attached to me, can be ſo much at enmity 
with me, as he now appears to be. Far am I from 
wiſhing that truth ſhould ever be ſacrificed to 
friendſhip, or any other conſideration. I have 
ſhewn an example of the contrary myſelf, in my 
controverſy with Dr. Price, but Mr. Badcock's 


firuation with reſpe& to me ſhould have led him 


to adopt a more decent mode of oppoſition. 


Time was, when, if it had been foretold to Mr. 
Badcock, that he would ever do what he now has 
done, he would, I am confident, have replied as 
Hazael did to the prophet, ** Möbat, is thy ſervant 
a dog, that he ſhould do this thing?” But as Hazael 
did not then know that he would become king of 


Aſſyria, ſo neither did Mr. Badcock foreſee that he 
would ever be a Monthly Reviewer. 


The editor of the Monthly Review ſhould be cau- 


tious how he ſuffers his writers to ſport with men's 
characters; for himſelf, as publiſher, is anſwerable 
for it. He may not be a judge in matters of litera- 


ture, and therefore he may be deceived by recom- 


mendations, and by perſons who give themſelves 
airs, as men of deep learning; but every man may 
fee what kind of reflections affect moral character, 
and all know that this is a facred thing. Mr. 


Griffiths may not have much knowledge of 


Greek, and therefore would never ſuſpect, that 
he who, with ſo much infolence, treated my Vin- 


dicator with the appellation of IsrER GxmcuLvs, 


' ſhould, 
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ſhould, make the miſtake that he has done. with 


. to Greek; but having ſome knowledge of 


. me, he ſhould not have inſerted ſuch reflections 
as the preſent Review contains, at leaſt without 


_ conſulting other perſons beſides a profeſſed oppon- 


ent. He will hardly be able to juſtify himſelf to the 
public, not for employing a man ſo unqua'ified as 
Mr. Badcock is (I mean with reſpect to the ſubject 
of the preſent controverſy, in which I do not find 
that his reading has extended much farther than 
Biſhop Bull) but for ſuffering ſuch groſs abuſe 
of a i that he muſt know could not de- 
ſerve it. 


As to what he promiſes with reſpect to my fu- 
ture publications, ] preſume that no perſon, about 
whoſe good opinion I can ever be ſolicitous, will 
take a character of any performance of mine, or of any 
thing that relates to me, from a profeſſed adverſary. 
Dr. Horſley's charge, a work full of the higheſt 
orthodoxy (ſuch as certainly would not have paſſed 
without cenſure in this Review ſomg years ago) 
has been recommended with unqualified applauſe, 
and a/careful ſelection has been made from it of 
almoſt every thing in it that is either ſpecious in 
itſelf, or cantemptuous with reſpect to me. For 
this, I am pretty confident, Dr. Horſley will not 
now thank them; as by this time, I doubt not, he 
is himſelf aſhamed of the paſſages they have quoted, 
My friend, Mr. Lindſey, has, in ſeveral publications, 
largely inſiſted upon the anitarianiſm of the primi- 
tive chriſtian church (the very ſame thing that has 
rouſed all the rage of the preſeat Reviewer) Om 

3 
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the leaſt note of diſapprobation from his _ 
ceſſors. 


I am 3 expecting Dr. Horſley's reply, and 
I ſhall be much diſappointed if it be not more 
guarded and temperate than his laſt work; ſo that I 
hope we ſhall proceed in a calm diſcuſſion of the ſe- 
rious queſtion that is before the public. I alſo ear- 
neſtly wiſh to engage ſome learned Arian in this diſ- 
cuſſion, as I am deſirous to write with the fulleſt in- 
formation, and with the greateſt impartiality on 
the ſubject. | 


At preſent I am well aware that a great majority 
of learned men are againſt me; but J already per- 
cei ve that the minority is increaſing, and in time I 
doubt not the majority will be with me. Not that 
I can ever promiſe myſelf to ſatisfy every body. 

Many perſons, much ſuperior to mylelf, will remain 
unconvinced; as indeed many yet do with reſpect to 
 tranſubſtantiation. But the time will certainly come, 
when all prejudice will give way to the evidence of 
truth. | 


I have much ae evidence to produce, as well 
as many confirmations of that which I have al- 
ready laid before the public, and I wiſh to have every 
part of it thoroughly and publicly diſcuſſed. Mr, 
| Badcock calls me 4 diſappointed and mortified au- 
tbor. How a man really Feels, is beſt perceived by 
the temper with which he writes, and not by his own 
declarations, or thoſe of others for him; and it is 
much too ſoon to wo any language of this kind. 


The 


8 REMARKS ON 
The controverſy is but juſt opened, and will proba- 


bly continue a long time; and we may then ſee who 
are the mortified and diſappointed writers. 


When 1 read the various modes of ſelf-compla- 
cent exultation, in which Mr. Badcock, and Dr. 
Horſley alſo, inſult over me, as over a man whom 
they have completely confuted and ſilenced, I fancy 
myſelf to be in the caſe of the Iriſnman who talked 
of hearing his own funeral ſermon. But I would 
adviſe theſe two antagoniſts of mine to take a leſſon 
from Eſop, and not to ſell the ſkin of the bear, 
till they have diſpatched him, and indeed not till 
they have the evidence of other eyes than their own 
that he is actually dead. I am not, like Partridge, 
fo . unreaſonable as to expect to be an evidence for 
my own exiſtence ; bur let it be decided by a fair 
Jury, WHAT I be alive, or dead. 


For my part, I ſhall ſteadily * my purpoſe, 
and I have experience enough in theſe matters to be 
able to confide in my own temper, ſo as to avail . 
myſelf of all the new light that ſhall be thrown upon 
the ſubject, and to correct my own obſervations, 
as far as I ſhall ſee reaſon ſo to do. I may be de- 
ceived myſelf ; but I believe that even my adverſa- 
ries (except Mr. Badcock) will not think I ſhall 
knowingly nen to deceive others. 


There are not many EA Ig I hope, ws will 
think of me as Mr. Badcock does, page 63, 
« Though it may be poſſible for any man to 
« make a miſtake (eſpecially when he rapidly 
, glances over a paſſage) yet to * in it 

« after 
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<« after it has been pointed out, ſeems reſerved 
<© to be the diſtinguiſhing characteriſtic of Dr. 
« Prieſtley.” He ſhould not, however, have 
ſaid this in the ſame publication in which he 
acknowledges that he himſelf had done.the ſame 
thing, and that he did not ſee his miſtake till it 
had been pointed out to him à third time. 


Mr. Badcock might have animadverted upon 
my miſtakes, real or ſuppoſed, with as much ſe- 
verity as he had pleaſed, I ſhould not have been 
much affected by his cenſures, perhaps, ſhould 
not have taken any farther notice of them; cer- 
tainly ſhould not have called upon him by name, as 
Inow do, if he had not repreſented me as a diſhoneſt 
man, wilfully perverting the meaning of the au- 
thors I quote, and determined to keep up this 
controverſy, as he ſays, per fas et nefas. I do 
not, however, think fo ill of him as not to hope, 
that, upon cooler refle&ion, he will be aſhamed 
of accuſations ſo violent, and ſo ill-founded. Be 
this as it will, I truſt that in this controverſy, and 
in all my writings, as well as in my whole con- 
duct, I have reſpect to a higher tribunal than 
either that of the Monthly Review, or that of * 
Public. 
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HEN I wrote the preceding parnphlet, I 
really im agined that I muſt have omitted to 
inſert the ſentence in Juſtin, which Mr. Badcock 
has introduced with ſo much emphaſis; ; whereas a 
friend has juſt obſerved to me, that it is intire and 
in its proper place, in my Letters to Dr. Horſley, 
p. 31. I am therefore at a loſs how to expreſs my 
contempt for the whole of this accuſation, or to 
apologize to the public for troubling them with any 
defence at all. I did not pretend to tranſlate the 
whole of the paſſage, but only abridged it in the 
text, giving it at full length in the margin, for the 
ſake of the learned, whoſe attention I muſt have 
wiſhed to draw to it. Little did I foreſee that it 
would be criticized by a perſon fo unlearned, both 
with reſpect to the ſubjef of which Juſtin was treat- 
ing, or the language i in-which he wrote, as Mr. Bad- 
cock appears to be. How could he imagine that 


any man, in his ſenſes, ſhould intend to deceive 
upon this plan. I muſt- have been as filly as the 


bird chat is ſaid to endeavour to eſcape by hiding 
its head, while its whole body was — 


I need give no other proof of * wanton 
and perſevering rancour of my quondam very 
great admirer Mr. Badcock, and likewiſe of. the 
actual ect of his ſpecious and impoſing repre- 
lentations, than the extract. which he himſelf has 
given from à letter of Mr. "Wiſe, in the article 
of Correſpondence, | in the Review for February laft. 


After 


rr EN 


After replying to ſome objection, which this gentle- 
man appears to have made to his tranſlation of the 
paſſage in Juſtin Martyr, he adds, We join very 
< ſincerely with our correſpondent -1 in the follow- 
< ing exclamation; © Pity it is that——and writers 
<6 that poſſels the confidence 'of the public, ſhould 
< be ſo aſtoniſhingly unſkitful as they are, for 5 
< of reputation; and ſo ſhamefully difi 15 
I conveying to the e the ae 
* ancients. | «7 
Now Wha Sechoh was there to quote the latter 
part of this letter, which I dare ſay was not intended 
for publication, when the Review of ty Work was 
cloſed ? In this manner, by means of Correſpon- 
dence, real or pretended, Mr. Badcock may go on 
to exhibit me as an example of ignorance and diſ- 
ingenuous conduks, as far as the Review circulates, 
and as long as he himſelf ſhall think proper. 


Fiſh, however, that this Mr. Wiſe would 

not be quite fo haſty in deciding againſt a cha- 
rater, *wHich, by his own 4ccoulit, Has "bitherts 
been fair and irreprodchable. | Great iprorance. (or 
great inattention) 18 certainly \chargeable to one be 
us; but let us both have a full Hel, and eſpe- 
cially Mr. Badcock himſelf, in reply to this, be- 
fore it be abſolutely decided with which of us it 
hes. fikail be glad if he be able to make a better 


apology for himſelf than I can . ſee WH e 


| Or Feb. 6, 1. 75 3 


* 


